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-77ie MAILING DATE of this communicaUm appears on the confer sheet beneath the corresp<mdence adcf/ess- 
Period for Reply 

A SHOFTTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX MOhfTHS 
from the mailing dale of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

- If NO period for nsply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply neceived by the Office later than three months after the nialK^ 
term adjusbnenL See 37 CFR 1.7()4(b). 

Status 

□ Responsive to communlcation(s) filed on • 

□ This action is FINAL. 



; □ Since this application Is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution ) 
accordance with the practice under &r parte Quayfe, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 



\ to the merits Is closed in 



Disposftion of Claims 

*S^CIaim(s) 



Of the above claim(s)- 
□ Claim(s) 



□ Claim(s)- 

□ Claim(s)_ 



Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on . 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 



is/are pending in the application. 
. is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

Is/am allowed. 

Is/are rejected. 

. is/are objected to. 

. are subject to rastriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 (aHCD- 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No — 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
*Certified copies not received: ; 
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1 . Restriction to one of the following inventions Is required under 35 U.S.C. 
121: 

I. Claims 1-4, drawn to a fiber, classified in class 524, subclass 1 7. 

II. Claims 5 and 6, drawn to a process, classified in class 264, subclass 
391. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because: 

Inventions II and I are related as process of making and product made. 
The inventions are distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1) that 
the process as claimed can be used to make other and materially different 
product or (2) that the product as claimed can be made by another and materially 
different process (MPEP § 806.05(f)). In the instant case the process as claimed 
can be used to make a materially different product such as a cake out of a blend 
of pigment and a binder. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and 
have acquired a separate status In the art as shown by their different 
classification, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and 
have acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent 
subject matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

2. During a telephone conversation with Attorney Richard G. Lione on 
October 03, 2002 a provisional election was made with traverse to prosecute the 
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invention of I, claims 1-4. Applicant in replying to this Office action must make 
affirmation of this election. Claims 5 and 6 are withdrawn from further 
consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non- 
elected invention. 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) 
if one or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at 
least one claim remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship 
must be accompanied by a request under 37 CFR 1 .48(b) and by the fee 
required under 37 CFR 1.1 7(i). 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived • 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application cun'ently names joint inventors. In considering 

patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that 

the subject matter of the vanous claims was commonly owned at the time any 

Inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 

Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 
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and invention dates of each claim tliat was not commonly owned at the time a 
later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 
35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sakurada et al (USP 3,562,381) in view of Monsheimer et al (USP 
4,314,800). 

(Sakurada is on PTO - 1449 paper no. 4). 

Sakurada discloses articles such as fibers in which collagen, gelatin 
or/glue are blended with aqueous polyvinyl alcohol solution (abstract). Polyvinyl 
alcohol and collagen at blended at 5-30% collagen and 95%-70% polyvinyl 
alcohol (col. 3, lines 14-17). 

Sakurada does not mention the specific polymers of instant claim 2. 

Monsheimer discloses a method for treating pelts & leather with a solution 
or a dispersion of a polymer (col. 1 , lines 4-8). Suitable polymers include butyl 
acrylate, methyl methacrylate, dimethylamino ethyl acrylate and acrylic acid. 

It would therefore have been obvious to use the polymers of Monsheimer 
in place of or together with polyvinyl alcohol in the articles like fibers of Sakurada 
in order to improve grain characteristics of fibers. 
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5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than 
one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Sakurada et ai (USP 3562381). 

Disclosure of Sakurada proves that instant claim 1 lacks novelty. 

7. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over TakumI et al (JP 05-106106) In view of Monshelmer et al (USP 4314800). 

(JP '106 is on PTO-1449 paper no. 4) 

TakumI discloses fibers produced by spinning a blend of solution of animal 
hair and polymer of vinyl monomer, preferably acrylonitrile. 
TakumI does not mention polymers of instant claim 2. 
Disclosure of Monsheimer is presented earlier. 

It would have been obvious to use the various polymers (of Monsheimer) 
as alternate polymeric matrix in the fibers of Takumi with the intention of 
producing as good as or better fibers and also to have alternate polymers 
available in case of nonavailability or shortage of polymer already in use. 



Application/Control Number: 10/031 ,290 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1711 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication In this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

States. 

g. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Takumi 
etal (JP 05-106106). 

Disclosure of Takumi above, shows that claim 1 lacks novelty. 
1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to U. K. Rajguru whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-3224. The examiner can nonnally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30 
am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James J. Seidleck can be reached on (703) 308-2462. 
The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are (703) 872-9310 for regular communications and (703) 872-931 1 
for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-0661 . 
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Supervisory Patent Ex^mM^ 
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